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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

New corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in this 
application because no drawings are in the application file. The Office action has been 
complete using the drawings from the published application. Applicant is advised to 
employ the services of a competent patent draftsperson outside the Office, as the U.S. 
Patent and Trademark Office no longer prepares new drawings. The corrected drawings 
are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The 
requirement for corrected drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over PahL 

Pahl shows a lighting device installed in a ceiling which includes a housing (not shown) 
with a housing frame 16, and a frame 26 supported in a pivotal manner. A bracket 28 
secures the frame 26 to the lighting device and includes a fixing region 30, an angled 
section 36 with an end region 34 containing a slot 52 for receipt of a flanged nut 54. A 
further section 40 readable as the spring limb of claim 1 joins section 30 and cooperates 
to secure the frame in place. The claims are directed to a spring mechanism with the 
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bolt on the spring engaging a latch mechanism with a slot on the functional frame. Pahl 
shows similar structure in the form of a bracket with a similar latching mechanism only 
reversed with the functional frame 26 containing the bolt element which provides a 
pivoting motion (claim 4). As the arrangement of Pahl accomplishes the same function 
of securing the frame in place relative to the lighting device, to orient a bolt on the spring 
and slot on the frame is a design choice as the placement of the cooperating parts are 
interchangeable and will function to secure the frame in place either way. As shown in 
Figure 1 , the positioning of the bracket is such that it is along the outside of the frame 
and covered while defining the fixing region (see Figure 1 , claim 2). A connection 
region is formed with slot and set screw 46 which engages over the housing frame 
(claim 3). Regarding claim 9, Pahl shows a reflector 80 supported by the frame. Pahl 
states in the disclosure regarding the prior art that a trim is placed over a lighting fixture 
to diffuse the emitted light (see column 1, line 12, claim 10). 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pahl as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Chen et al. 
Claim 6 sets forth a plastic sleeve attached to the end of the sleeve. The pivoting 
mechanism of Pahl is a nut 54. Chen et al is cited for teaching that it is known in the art 
to have plastic components in a lighting device particularly in a pivoting mechanism (see 
Figure 5). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art that Pahl could be 
modified to include plastic components in the lighting device in the same manner as 
taught by Chen et al because both references are directing recessed lighting fixtures 
and the plastic components would permit a lighter weight apparatus. 
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Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pahl as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Wettengel et al. 
Pahl does not show any additional mechanism to assist in the pivoting of frame 26. 
Wettengel et la teaches that it is known in the art to provide a hinge mechanism 4 
between a lamp housing 2 and the closing frame 3 which includes an opening in the 
housing and cooperating recess in the frame 3 as shown in Figure 1 . It would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art that Pahl could be modified to include a pivoting 
device to assist in the closing and opening of frame 26 in the same manner as taught by 
Wettengel et al because both references are directed to ceiling mounting lighting 
fixtures and the pivot joint enables a smooth opening and closing of the fixture. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pahl as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Bowker. 

Claim 8 sets forth a peripheral seal for the lighting device between the two frames. Pahl 
does not show a seal. Bowker teaches that it is known in the art to have a peripheral 
seal around a ceiling mounted lighting device between the housing and a cover. It 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art that Pahl could be modified to include 
a seal in the same manner as taught by Bowker because both references are directed 
to similarly structured lighting devices and a seal prevents dirt and moisture from 
entering the interior of the housing. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 5 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: Claim 5 is considered to set forth allowable subject matter because Claim 5 
sets forth the latch receiver consisting of a spring member with an ingoing slider and an 
outgoing slider and a latch position provided there between. This combination of 
limitations was not shown or suggested by the prior art. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Ellis, Gow and Avila et al are cited of interest. 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications should be 
directed to Examiner Neils at (571 ) 272-2377 on a Monday, Tuesday or 
Thursday. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Jong (James) Lee can be reached on (571) 272-7044. 

PAN 

/Stephen F. Husar/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2875 



